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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1 . " The priority to PCT/US03/41 1 69 must be stated in tlie first paragraph of the 
disclosure. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: on page 6, 
line 17 "show" should be changed to -shown- and on page 8, line 7 "place" should be 
changed to -placed-. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 7-9 and 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claims 7-9 and 15-17, the term "type" renders the claim(s) indefinite 
because the claim(s) include(s) elements not actually disclosed (those encompassed by 
"type"), thereby rendering the scope of the claim(s) unascertainable. See MPEP 
§ 2173.05(d), 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 10 and 15-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Adams (US Patent No. 6,357,065). 

Regarding claim 10, the Adams reference discloses a bariatric patient 
management system (e.g. Figs. 6 and 7) comprising: 

a main frame (e.g. 1) having a backrest section (50), a middle section (52), a leg 
section (54), and a foot section (56) cooperating to form a mattress supporting surface 
(Fig. 4-9), each of the backrest section, the middle section, the leg section and the foot 
section including at least one extensible side pull out extension (e.g. 76-79) to increase 
a width of the mattress supporting surface (Col. 5, Lines 56-67); 

a plurality of ground engaging wheels (18) disposed on said main frame to 
facilitate a transporting of the bariatric patient management system; and 

a plurality of actuators (Col. 3, Lines 6-17), an actuation of at least one of said 
actuators causing an inclination of one of the backrest section, the leg section, and the 
foot section to effect a change in a contour of the mattress supporting surface (e.g. Figs. 
3-5). 

Regarding claim 15, the Adams reference, as best understood, discloses the 
actuators being at least one of a push type and a pull type (Col. 4, Lines 18-30). 
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Regarding claim 16, the Adams reference, as best understood, discloses the 
actuators being electric type actuators (Col. 4, Lines 18-30). 

Regarding claim 17, the Adams reference, as best understood, discloses the 
actuators being hydraulic type actuators (Col. 4, Line 58-Col. 5, Line 8). 

Regarding claim 18, the Adams reference discloses a bariatric patient 
management system (e.g. Figs. 6 and 7) comprising: 

a main frame (e.g. 1) having a first end (e.g. end at 74 or 72 in Fig. 3) and a 
second end (e.g. end at 72 or 74 in Fig. 3); 

a backrest section (e.g. 50) disposed on said main frame adjacent the first end; 
said backrest section including at least one backrest panel (e.g. 50); 

a middle section (e.g. 52) disposed on said main frame adjacent said backrest 
section, said middle section including at least one middle panel (e.g. 52); 

a leg section (e.g. 54) disposed on said main frame adjacent said middle section, 
said leg section including at least one leg panel (e.g. 54); 

a foot section (e.g. 56) disposed on said main frame adjacent the leg section and 
the second end of said main frame, said foot section including at least one foot panel 
(e.g. 56), the backrest panel, the middle panel, the leg panel, and the foot panel 
cooperating to form a mattress supporting surface (e.g. Figs. 3-5), 

a backrest side pull out extension (e.g. 76) slidingly disposed in a side of the 
backrest section; 

a middle side pull out extension (e.g. 77) slidingly disposed in a side of the 
middle section; 
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a leg side pull out extension (e.g. 78) slidingly disposed in a side of the leg 
section; 

a foot side pull out extension (e.g. 79) slidingly disposed in a side of the foot 
section, said backrest side pull out extension, said middle side pull out extension, said 
leg side pull out extension, and said foot side pull out extension cooperating to increase 
a width of the mattress supporting surface (Figs. 6 and 7); 

a plurality of ground engaging wheels (18) disposed on said main frame to 
facilitate a transporting of the bariatric patient management system; 

a backrest actuator (58) linked to said backrest section, an actuation of said 
backrest actuator causing an inclination of said backrest section (Col. 4, Lines 40-46); 

a leg actuator (64) linked to said leg section, an actuation of said leg actuator 
causing an inclination of said leg section (Col. 4, Lines 47-57); 

a foot actuator (e.g. 70) linked to said foot section, an actuation of said foot 
actuator causing an inclination of said foot section (Col. 5, Lines 9-23), 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-3, 7-9, 14, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Adams in view of Allen et al. (US Pub. No. 2001/0001163). 
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Regarding claim 1, the Adams reference discloses a bariatric patient 
management system (e.g. Figs. 6 and 7) comprising: 

a body supporting main frame (e.g. 1) having a mattress supporting surface 
(including 50, 52, 54, and 56), said main frame including at least one of an extensible 
side pullout extension (e.g. 76-79) to increase an area of the mattress supporting 
surface; 

a plurality of ground engaging wheels (18) disposed on said main frame to 
facilitate a transporting of the bariatric patient management system (Fig. 1); and 

a plurality of actuators (Col. 3, Lines 6-17) to effect a change in a contour of the 
mattress supporting surface of said main frame (e.g. Figs, 3-5). 

However, the Adams reference fails to explicitly disclose an extensible end pull 
out extension. 

The Allen et al. reference, a hospital bed, discloses the addition of an extensible 
end pull out extension (Para. [0038]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide an extensible end pull out extension to the Adams reference in view 
of the teachings of the Allen et al. reference in order to all the bed to fit into smaller 
elevators and to save space during storage of the bed (Allen et al., Para. [0036]). 

Regarding claim 2, the Adams reference, as modified in claim 1. discloses the 
main frame including a backrest section (Adams, e.g. 50), a middle section (Adams, e.g. 
52), a leg section (Adams, e.g. 54), and a foot section (Adams, e.g. 56). 
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Regarding claim 3, the Adams reference, as modified in claim 2. discloses the 
actuation of one of said actuators causing an inclination of one of the backrest section, 
the leg section, and the foot section (Adams, Col. 4, Lines 18-30). 

Regarding claim 7, the Adams reference, as modified in claim 1 and best 
understood, discloses the actuators being at least one of a push type and a pull type 
(Adams, Col. 4, Lines 18-30). 

Regarding claim 8, the Adams reference, as modified in claim 1 and best 
understood, discloses the actuators being electric type actuators (Adams, Col. 4, Lines 
18-30). 

Regarding claim 9, the Adams reference, as modified in claim 1 and best 
understood, discloses the actuators being hydraulic type actuators (Adams, Col. 4, Line 
58-Col. 5, Line 8). 

Regarding claims 14 and 19, the Adams reference discloses the invention 
substantially as claimed in claims 1 and 18 respectively. 

However, the Adams reference fails to explicitly disclose an extensible end pull 
out extension. 

The Allen et al. reference, a hospital bed, discloses the addition of an extensible 
end pull out extension (Para. [0038]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide an extensible end pull out extension to the Adams reference in view 
of the teachings of the Allen et al. reference in order to all the bed to fit into smaller 
elevators and to save space during storage of the bed (Allen et al., Para. [0036]). 
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6. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Adams in view of Allen et al. as applied to claims 1-3, 7-9, 14, and 19 above, and further 
in view of Spath (US Patent No. 4,847.930). 

Regarding claim 4, the modified Adams reference discloses the invention 
substantially as claimed in claim 1. 

However, the modified Adams reference fails to explicitly disclose a trapeze base 
frame having a two-point mounting configuration. 

The Spath reference, a hospital bed, discloses a trapeze base frame (e.g. 34) 
having a two-point mounting configuration (Fig. 1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide a trapeze base frame having a two-point mounting configuration to 
the modified Adams reference in view of the Spath reference in order to allow a patient 
to raise themselves (Spath, Col. 1, Lines 6-22). 

Regarding claim 5, the Adams reference, as modified in claim 4, discloses the 
trapeze base frame including a pivotally mounted trapeze boom (Spath, e.g. 29). 

7. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adams in 
view of Allen et al. as applied to claims 1-3, 7-9, 14. and 19 above, and further in view of 
Bartlett et al. (US Pub. No. 2002/013905). 

Regarding claim 6, the modified Adams reference discloses the invention 
substantially as claimed in claim 1. 
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However, the modified Adams reference fails to explicitly disclose at least one 
load cell mounted between said wheels and said main frame, said at least one load cell 
adapted to provide a weight of the bariatric patient management system. 

The Bartlett et al. reference, a hospital bed, discloses at least one load cell (522) 
mounted between said wheels and said main frame (Fig. 31), said at least one load cell 
adapted to provide a weight of the bariatric patient management system (Para. [0166]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide at least one load cell mounted between said wheels and said main 
frame, said at least one load cell adapted to provide a weight of the bariatric patient 
management system to the modified Adams reference in view of the teachings of the 
Bartlett et al, reference in order to monitor a patient's weight. 

8. Claims 1 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Adams in view of Spath. 

Regarding claim 11, the modified Adams reference discloses the invention 
substantially as claimed in claim 10. 

However, the modified Adams reference fails to explicitly disclose a trapeze base 
frame having a two-point mounting configuration. 

The Spath reference, a hospital bed, discloses a trapeze base frame (e.g. 34) 
having a two-point mounting configuration (Fig. 1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide a trapeze base frame having a two-point mounting configuration to 
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the modified Adams reference in view of the Spath reference in order to allow a patient 
to raise themselves (Spath, Col. 1, Lines 6-22). 

Regarding claim 12, the Adams reference, as modified in claim 4, discloses the 
trapeze base frame including a pivotally mounted trapeze boom (Spath, e.g. 29). 

9. Claims 13 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Adams in view of Bartlett et al. 

Regarding claims 13 and 20, the modified Adams reference discloses the 
invention substantially as claimed in claims 10 and 18 respectively. 

However, the modified Adams reference fails to explicitly disclose at least one 
load cell mounted between said wheels and said main frame, said at least one load cell 
adapted to provide a weight of the bariatric patient management system. 

The Bartlett et al. reference, a hospital bed, discloses at least one load cell (522) 
mounted between said wheels and said main frame (Fig. 31), said at least one load cell 
adapted to provide a weight of the bariatric patient management system (Para. [0166]). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide at least one load cell mounted between said wheels and said main 
frame, said at least one load cell adapted to provide a weight of the bariatric patient 
management system to the modified Adams reference in view of the teachings of the 
Bartlett et al. reference in order to monitor a patient's weight. 
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Conclusion 



1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gilbert Y. Lee whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5894. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 - 4:30, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patricia L. Engle can be reached on (571)272-6660. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

GL 

December 6. 2007 O 




Patricia Engle ' 
Supervisory Examiner 
Tech. Center 3600 



